

AUGUST 1986 


FRONT 


# Realising our Potential 
® Power to the Branches 
• Race and Radicalism 
1 Comradeship v Contempt 
I Winning Local Publicity 
Current Affairs & Reviews 


— THE WAY FORWARD 




























VANGUARD 


EDITOR: JOE PEARCE 

Assistant Editors: Tom Acton 

Steve Brady 

Contributors: Andrew Brons 

Martin Wingfield 
Ian Anderson 
Paul Nash 

VANGUARD is printed, published and 
distributed by the NF Support Group, in order to 
advance the cause of British Nationalism. It is 
independent of all political parties, but 
editorially it supports the National Front. 

Unless specifically stated to the contrary, the 
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debate Vanguard is happy to publish a wide 
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Vanguard are welcome to do so, providing that 
they include with the reprinted article the 
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The NF SUPPORT GROUP is a collective of 
members and supporters of the National Front. It 
exists to help and support the National Front and 
the cause of British Nationalism. It is 
independent of the current leadership and 
organisational structure of the National Front. 
Constructive criticism of aspects of National 
Front tactics, strategy and leadership may 
occasionally appear in NFSG publications in the 
interests of positive discussion and the overall 
good of the British Nationalist cause. 

The NF Support Group produces publications 
and organises activities in support of the 
National Front. Additionally, we are happy to 
provide speakers for Nationalist meetings. 

The NF Support Group does not itself seek 
members: we urge all British Nationalists to join 
the National Front as we believe the National 
Front to be the only organisation through which 
a final triumph of Nationalism can come. ALL 
Nationalists should join their local National Front 
Branch and do all they can to advance the 
Nationalist cause in their local area. 

Further details of the NF Support Group 
and its activities may be obtained by 
writing to the above address. 
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EDITORIAL 

AUGUST 1986 ISSUE No. 1 


LOYALTY IS FOREVER! 


"The Idea is the decisive thing, and the individual conscience should be 
called upon to decide if there is any divergence between the Idea and the 
Leader." 

— OTTO STRASSER 


VANGUARD is a new magazine which supports the National Front but 
refuses to follow the 'leadership cult'. By this we mean that our loyalty lies 
with the Idea of Nationalism and not with any leadership which feels it has 
become the embodiment of the Idea. 

This belief is based upon an understanding that all leaders are human 
and that it is human to err. We can predict with relative certainty that all 
leaders will make mistakes; we can even predict that most leaders, 
particularly if they are given too much power, will become corrupt; we can 
predict that many will become tired of the Struggle and 'burnt out'. Finally, 
we can predict with absolute certainty that all leaders will die. 

Ultimately, therefore, our loyalty must remain solely with the Idea of 
Nationalism, since that alone is eternal, unchanging and infallible. This 
Nationalist ideal is the fire of faith in Race, Nation and Social Justice which 
burns in the heart of every good Nationalist. It is to this alone that we must 
remain true, and it is this alone that we are duty-bound to serve! 
Furthermore, any 'leader' who sees himself as the embodiment of the Idea 
has not only betrayed the Idea, he has blasphemed against it! 

In practical terms, this divergence between the ideal and the 'leader' can 
be illustrated by the lessons of history. In the past, so many revolutions 
have been betrayed by the human fallibility of those who have led them. 
Likewise, in the past, the National Front has been betrayed many times by 
the human fallibility of those who have led it. This being so, and to recite a 
well-worn cliche: those who don't learn from their mistakes are doomed to 
repeat them. 

MISSION 

Unfortunately, of course, the National Front can ill-afford to keep on 
repeating its mistakes. If we don't get our house in order soon it will 
crumble about us and with it will crumble the hopes of the White race in 
this particular part of the world. Such a thought is too horrific to 
contemplate and, as such, Vanguard sees itself as a magazine with a 
mission. Its mission is nothing short of a last-ditch effort to save 
Nationalism from the doom which awaits it if it doesn't put its house in 
order soon. It is, therefore, a mission to which all loyal Nationalists will 
subscribe. 

Briefly and specifically speaking, Vanguard's mission is to make the Idea 
of Nationalism our Doctrine. Further, this Doctrine of Nationalism must be 
sacrosanct and enshrined so that it is beyond the manipulation of any 
clique of selfish and self-proclaimed 'leaders'. In a practical sense, 
therefore, our Mission must be the establishment of a Constitution for the 
National Front which enshrines and protects that Doctrine. 

In order to do this, power must be stripped from a few individuals and 
restored to the members; also substantial independence must be given to 
individual units of the party. Only when this is done will we be practising 
the Distributist principles that we preach and only then will we break the 
cycle of betrayal which has been caused by an endless succession of Party 
"leaders". 

Above all, "Loyalty" must be our by-word. We must nurture a selfless 
loyalty to the Idea, and must eradicate any selfish adherence to self- 
appointed 'leaders'. Let your conscience be your guide at all times. Keep 
the Idea of Nationalism burning in your heart; never do anything you 
believe is wrong, and follow your conscience in everything you do. If we all 
do that a stronger Nationalist movement can be the only result. 
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CURRENT AFFAIRS 


TRIGGER-HAPPY 


THE HORRIFIC SHOOTING of five-year 
old John Shorthouse as he lay in bed at his 
parent’s home caused substantial public 
anxiety concerning the standards of 
policemen entrusted with firearms. As 
with the shootings of other innocent 
citizens, such as Steven Waldorf and Mrs. 
Cherry Groce, it appeared that a 
policeman had shot first and thought 
afterwards. 

Now a leading arms expert has revealed that 
haphazard police firearms training is one of the 
major causes of such appalling incidents. 

Michael Yardley, a psychologist, former 
Army officer, and author of the report The 
Police Use of Firearms in the United Kingdom 
for the Police Federation revealed recently that 
training is “unscientific” in many forces in 
Britain. 

“Across the nation many Chief Constables 
have been more interested in acquiring 
weapons than teaching their men how to use 
them properly/' claimed Mr. Yardley. “A week 
or ten days basic training is considered 
adequate preparation for a gun battle, 
whereas a police pursuit driver usually 
receives two and a half to three months' 
training before being allowed out on the roads. 
The lack of logic is staggering. " 

As an example of poor police firearms 
preparations, Mr. Yardley pointed out that 
during early stages of training policemen are 
taught to fire at ‘turning targets’ — i.e., cut-out 
models of human figures. 

This results in the development of dangerous 
conditioned responses in officers that are 
extremely difficult to eradicate: “It is precisely 
this conditioned response which has been 
responsible for so many accidents and ruined 
lives". 

Much of the problem stems from the 
police’s traditional obsession with 
secrecy, which has prevented experts like 
Michael Yardley from properly analysing 
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the problems of police firearms use. 
Perhaps if police officers spent more time 
on firearms training and less attending 
‘multi-ethnic awareness training’ course, 
Britain would be a safer place — and little 
John Shorthouse would still be alive. 


A new newspaper for Nationalism 


THE END of July saw the launching of a 
new Nationalist newspaper. Called THE 
FLAG , it is edited by Martin Wingfield, 
the experienced former editor of Sussex 
Front and National Front News. 

The Flag is extremely attractively 
produced and has a striking Red/White/Blue 
and Black coloured design on its front cover. 
Eight pages long, it sells for only 20p. 

Editorially the newspaper gives 
uncompromising support to the National 
Front. Its pages are filled with positive and 
exciting reviews of NF activities, as well as 
excellent news coverage and political 
analysis. 

Describing The Flag , its editor, Martin 
Wingfield, said: 

'7 think that The Flag can help to fill an 
important gap that exists in National Front 
literature. At present there is no newspaper 
being produced that is aimed at ‘the man in 
the street’. All too many publications seem to 


assume they are preaching to the 
ideologically committed Nationalist. 

“The Flag is different — it’s aimed at mass 
sales, and a really large readership among 
potential NF sympathisers and supporters as 
well as committed members. That’s why I 
have tried to ensure that the ordinary reader 
will find The Flag enjoyable, comprehensive 
and informative.” 

Martin Wingfield is quietly convinced that 
these qualities will make The Flag a winner: 
'7 am certain The Flag will be the biggest- 
selling Nationalist publication in Britain by 
the end of the year”. 

Vanguard readers can judge for 
themselves. For a sample copy, send 40p 
including postage to: 

The Flag, 

P.O. Box 230, Worthing, 

Sussex BN 14 8EG. 

Please make all cheques/P.O.’s payable to: 

‘The Flag Newspapers’ 


r> The. 

psVnS 
Society 


ANYONE who voted Tory at the last 
Election thinking that Thatcher & Co. 
would ‘take care of Law and Order’ must 
have had a rude shock when the Home 
Office produced its latest batch of crime 
statistics in June. 

The Home Office published a comparison 
between crime in Britain in 1984 and in 1974. 
The difference is staggering, and shows all- 
too-clearly how the whole fabric of society in 
Britain is steadily disintegrating as more and 
more people show their contempts and 
indifference to their fellow citizens by 
robbing and assaulting, raping and mugging 
them. 

• Between 1974 and 1984 the total of all 
recorded crime rose by 69% to 154,268 
cases. Crimes of personal violence rose by 
72%. 

• Wounding and assaults nearly doubled. 

• Robbery nearly trebled. 

• Cases of rape were up by a third, from 
1,050 to 1,430. 

• Perhaps not surprisingly, the crime which 
was the greatest ‘growth industry’ was 
mugging. The number of recorded cases of 
mugging rose from 1,454 to an horrific 7,888 

— a five-fold increase. 

CRIMINALS ESCAPING 

What makes the above facts even worse is 
that, increasingly, the criminals are getting 
away with it 

• Between 1974 and 1984 the overall clear- 
up rate for all offences of violence against the 
person fell from 80% to 74%. 

• The clear-up rate for robbery collapsed 
from 40% to a mere 22%. 

• And the clear-up rate for muggings?Well 
by 1984 this had fallen to a pitiful 11.5% 

These figures do not represent some 
insignificant statistical quirk: rather they 
represent the concrete manifestation of a 
society that is beginning to fall apart at the 
seams, a society where the Government is 
losing control. 

They represent a society where, 
sooner or later, the law-abiding majority 

— the victims, not the perpetrators of 
crime — are no longer going to be able to 
allow themselves the luxury of voting 
Tory to ensure the safety of their homes 
and families; a society which, inevitably 
and inexorably, is going to realise the 
need for ‘extreme’ and radical change. 
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POLITICAL ORGANISATMM 

Power to the Branches 


“OH NO — they're at it again ...” This 
doubtless was the reaction of most 
National Front activists as the single- 
handed suspension of almost the entire 
Party leadership by one disgruntled 
would-be Leader sparked off this latest in 
the Party’s seemingly endless cycle of 
splits. 

As most of the NF’s experienced leading 
figures were purged as “MI5 spies” and 
“Establishment plants”, most of the NF’s 
experienced less-leading figures will have 
sighed as they remembered they had seen it all 
before — in 1983,1980,1979,1976,1974,1972, 
1970 and 1968 . . . And they could confidently 
expect that, whoever wins this one, the 
members of the winning faction would be at 
each others’ throats in two or three years time. 
Meanwhile our real enemies enjoyed yet 
another good laugh at our expense. 

Clearly we are never going to get anywhere 
while we carry on like this. The NF’s 2 - 3 year 
cycle of split and purge, faction and reaction — 
its history of, in effect, tyranny punctuated with 
anarchy — has already cost us millions of 
wasted pounds and tens of thousands of 
dropped-out, cheesed-off ex-members. And it 
will, if we can’t stop it, cost us power and our 
Nation her future. Clearly something has got to 
be done. But what? 

Perhaps it is time we started to apply the 
solutions we have so loudly preached to others 
to ourselves. Time we applied our own ideology 
to our own problems, implemented our own 
policies in the one area of national life we do 
control: our own ranks. Time we practised 
what we preach. 

“POWER CORRUPTS” 

For what we have been preaching, as our 
politial programme has matured in recent 
years, is that — as Lord Acton saw so long ago 
— “Power corrupts, and absolute power 
corrupts absolutely ”. 

Centralised power, both political and 
economic, has corrupted the State and our 
society. What we seem not to have noticed is 
that it has corrupted the National Front too. 
For, though externally we preach economic 
distributism and political decentralisation, 
praise workers’ co-ops and devolution of power 
to the regions, internally we practice and 
enshrine in our Constitution, the total 
centralisation of all power and all wealth — 
down to the humblest Group’s modest funds — 
in the hands of whoever can command or co¬ 
opt a majority on the Directorate; a Directorate 
in practice not elected by the members for the 
last two years and largely composed now of 
members who never were. 

Yet history shows that nationalist and 
revolutionary groups are no less 
corruptible by centralisation of power 
than anyone else. 

Here too bureaucratic centralisation 
corrupts good people among, and attracts bad 
people to, the top leadership, with those 
genuine decent idealists who do not succumb 
being ruthlessly elbowed aside by those who 
have: the Bormanns and the Himmlers oust the 
Strassers and Darres; the Stalins have the Old 
Bolsheviks shot. Historically, the conflict 
between libertarian external theory and 
totalitarian internal practice has always been 
resolved in favour of the latter: the Revolution 
has always been betrayed. 

Isn’t it time we realised this, that centralised 
power corrupts us too, has in fact been at the 
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roots of split after split in our Party’s history? 
Isn’t it time we applied our political perception 
to ourselves, decentralised power and 
distributed wealth away from the chronically 
divided and ineffective Directorate to where 
the heart and powerhouse of our Party has 
always lain: the Branches? “Power to the 
Branches!” makes a lot of sense. 

AVERT CORRUPTION 

It makes sense, as we have seen, in principle. 
If we believe that only decentralising power will 
avert political corruption we would be either 
hypocritical or stupid not to decentralise power 
among ourselves. Of course, even the limited 
power of a Branch Committee tends to corrupt 
and can engender local splits. But they don’t 
wreck the Party, often not even locally — e.g.: 
North and South Manchester are set up with a 
faction each, so that those who can’t work for 
the Party together can work for it separately. 
And a much less powerful centre would be less 
likely to split, and less likely to be able to do 
much harm thereby if it did. 



A National Front Branch meeting 
in progress 


It makes sense politically. Perceptive 
observers will always — not unreasonably — 
see the NF reflecting in microcosm in our own 
ranks today the kind of society it would seek to 
create in macrocosm in our country tomorrow. 
At the moment, such a writing large of the NF’s 
internal society would spell out a Britain subtly 
combining the worst features of Cesare 
Borgia’s Italy and Ayatollah Khomeini’s Iran! 

But if we practised what we preached, it 
would be instead an internal reflection of an 
extremely attractive and inspiring external 
vision which would prove that our ideas can 
work, confound the smearers and attract the 
sort of intelligent, positive-minded Britons we 
need if we are to get anywhere. Such a 
decentralised NF would, hopefully, not attract 
the egotists, cranks and “Herr Flick” 
impressionists which seem to float inexorably 
to the top of our present structure. 

And it makes sense practically. Firstly 
because, if our principled analysis — which 
both sides in the present situation purport to 
share in theory if not in practice — is correct, 
decentralisation will stop the splits. 


Secondly, because moving power away from 
the centre towards the Branches is good for the 
Branches. The Branches, in fact, do not really 
need the centre, Lhe Directorate and HQ, at 
all. They can issue their own membership cards 
and collect their own subs — some already do. 

Using a local address or P.O. Box stamped 
on all literature they sell or distribute they could 
handle their own follow-ups and recruit their 
own members — some Branches already do 
this too. They can produce their own literature, 
often achieving a level of immediate local 
relevance impossible for a distant Party centre 

— many Branches of course already do this 
with their Patriot newsletters. 

Branches certainly could and do organise 
local activities, and they could handle their own 
internal discipline, expel troublemakers, etc., 
perfectly well if they were allowed to 

It is true that Branches benefit from having a 
nationally-known name — the NF — but that 
implies nothing about how centralised the NF 
should be. It is also true that Branches benefit 
from having well-written, professionally- 
produced publications to sell, drawing on a 
nationwide pool of writing talent and able to 
take advantage of economies of scale to 
improve their quality of print and layout. 

But there is no reason why such publications 
should be produced by central Party authority 

— this one isn’t! — and plenty of reasons why 
Branches should be free to refuse to buy them if 
they can’t sell them, rather than being forced to 
take whatever is handed down from the ivory 
towers however nonsensical, sloganistic and 
irrelevant to ordinary British people. _ 

All the Branches need beyond themselves is 
some sort of liaison between each other, so that 
they can organise regional and national 
activities, a central contact address for recruits 
who don’t yet have a local unit, and a national 
list of speakers and ‘expert advisors’ to help 
make their meetings and activities successful 
and help new units get off the ground. Such a 
modest co-ordinating centre could as well be 
the servant of the Branches as their master. 
And greater independence would encourage all 
units to stand on their own two feet and look 
outward to their local community for support, 
instead of looking inwards and upwards to HQ 
all the time. 

In short, there is simply no reason why the 
Branches should carry on paying exorbitant 
levies to finance people far away to do — 
usually badly — what they are perfectly capable 
of doing better and faster themselves. The only 
unique contribution the centralised 
Directorate makes to the Branches is to undo 
their hard work, to reduce their credibility with 
the public, and demoralise and cause their 
members to drop out with incessant splits, 
arguments and wrangles. 

GENUINE LEADERSHIP 

Thirdly, depriving the leadership of power is 
good for the leadership. Too much power 
corrupts them and gets them expelled by one 
another. It also benefits incompetent martinets 
at the expense of genuine leaders. Only those 
with a genuine gift of leadership can inspire men 
and women to follow them, by force of 
argument and personality alone. But any wimp 
can drive people in front of him and boss them 
about if he has a big enough Constitutional 
crutch to lean on. 

There is a considerable difference between a 
man of stature, standing head and shoulders 
above everyone else, and a bombastic dwarf 








IN MEMORIAM 


GK CHESTERTON 

“Comradeship and serious joy are not interludes in our travel; but that rather 
our travels are interludes in comradeship and joy, which through God shall 
endure for ever. The inn does not point to the road; the road points to the inn. ” 

— G.K. Chesterton. 

(Charles Dickens - page 212) 


perched unsteadily on a scaffolding of Sections 
and Sub-sections. 

If our Party was so constructed that leading 
figures could only guide it by inspiration and 
example, with few or no powers to impose their 
will by compulsion, then an unpopular or 
incompetent leader would be a contradiction in 
terms, not a source of endless discontent, 
dissention, plots and splits. 

Decentralisation would give our Party a 
better leadership, secure in the knowledge 
that its power came solely from the willing 
support and confidence of the 
membership, rather than being grudgingly 
given on pain of expulsion. There is no 
contradiction between decentralisation 
and leadership, the recognition that men 
are unequal and some better fitted to lead 
than others: the two complement each 
other. 

Finally, decentralisation makes sense in 
terms of Party security and survival (the very 
justifications given for their own arbitrary 
tyranny by the present junta — justifications 
backed by reference to such hitherto unsung 
heroes of the White Race as V.I. Lenin and, less 
publicly, Josef Stalin). With a rigid, centralised 
Party it is a simple matter for the enemies of 
British Nationalism to infect or cut off its head 

— infiltrate or arrest the tiny leadership clique 

— and the beast is domesticated or dead. 

A diffuse, decentralised network of semi¬ 
independent units, each capable of operation 
on their own if necessary, with no clearly 
defined centre to take over or eliminate, is a 
very different matter. Which you you rather 
take on: one dog or one hundred wasps?. Even 
though the dog outweighs the wasps hundreds 
to one, whilst we would have the same amount 
of activists muscle differently organised. 

“The repression”, much prated of by those* 
who seem bent on provoking it, may never 
come. But if it does, ours is the way to meet it, 
not theirs. 

So “Power to the Branches” makes sense in 
principle, in politics, in practice and in terms of 
security. What remains to be discussed is how 
to implement it. How far should 
decentralisation go, and how do we ensure that 
we retain a coherent, unified political line 
without imposing it dictatorial^ from an all- 
powerful centre?... and so on. We can think of 
ideas. 

But so can you, our readers. And we want 
to widen the discussion, to hear from you, 
because this magazine isn’t just another 
factional mouthpiece, promoting its gang for 
absolute power. It would corrupt us too: the 
difference is that we realise that. 

Ultimately real power must rest with you our 
readers, the Branch activists of the National 
Front. How do you want to exert it? Tell us, for 

— to paraphrase Chesterton — you are the 
people of the NF and, through 19 years of your 
‘leaders’ plotting against and fighting each 
other instead of the enemy, ordering you about 
and letting you down — you have not spoken 
yet. 

We, at least, will listen when you do. For 

you, the Branches, are our Party’s future. 
Power to the Branches! 


WANTED! 

— Your Opinions 

As from, Issue 2 of Vanguard we shall be 
running a regular READERS* LETTERS 
page. We want YOUR opinions on 
Britain, Nationalism and the National 
Front. Readers are invited to send their 
letters to Vanguard, 42 Bvland Rd, 
Harrogate, N. Yorkshire, HG1 4ET. 

— we want to hear your views. 


C.S. LEWIS, commenting on G.K. Chesterton, 
said that he would be properly evaluated only 
fifty years after his death. June 14 this year was 
the fiftieth anniversary of that event. Yet, 
unfortunately for literature, for Nationalism 
and for society in general, Chesterton has still 
not come of age. 

It is lamentable but nonetheless true that 
Lewis’s prediction that Chesterton’s artistic 
stature would grow with the passage of time 
was somewhat optimistic. Far from his true 
stature as a writer and thinker being evaluated 
fifty years after his death, Chesterton is in fact 
being largely ignored. In truth, Chesterton’s 
work is not so much enjoying evaluation as 
enduring devaluation. 

W T hy is this? Why is Chesterton’s work, 
whether it be his poetry, his prose or merely his 
journalism, not receiving the critical acclaim it 
so patently deserves? 

ELIXIR 

The answer lies in the philosophy which 
courses through all his work like an elixir of Life 
in a world strangled by Death. Quite simply, 
like the church bell at the beginning of Gray’s 
Elegy , this philosophy “tolls the knell of parting 
day” for the rotten and wretched society in 
which we live. As long as Chesterton and his 
views are ignored society is safe. It is safe in the 
slumber of sickness. It is oblivious to the 
oblivion it faces. 

However, once it awakes to what 
Chesterton has to say, society will see 
immediately, as though by a blinding flash of 
light, that it is sick. Yet what is more significant, 
Chesterton did far more than merely recognise 
the sickness in society; he also recognised the 
root causes of the sickness and, more 
important still, he prescribed a cure. 

In short, Chesterton saw the problem, he 
understood the problem, he found the causes 
of the problem and, of supreme importance, he 
solved the problem! 

There is no room here to discuss the many- 
faceted philosophy of this man that society 
ignored. Suffice it to say that his views are in 
accordance with those of the National Front; 
or, to put it less impertinently, the NF’s views 
are in accordance with those of G.K. 
Chesterton. 

IMPORTANT 

This being so, there are two general 
reasons why Chesterton is so very 
important to the National Front. 

Firstly, he is important because he is a 
genuinely great man of letters who supports 
our stance and thereby goes a long way 
towards legitimising it in the public’s mind. 

Secondly, he is important because his 
patterns of thought were particularly British 
and peculiarly English; thus enabling British 
Nationalists to draw strength and inspiration 
from our own national roots without the need 
to take our lead from abroad. 



G.K. Chesterton - a radical Nationalist 
ahead of his time 


Finally, it is a sobering thought that the 
evaluation of Chesterton’s work, which C.S. 
Lewis so desired, may now be inextricably 
bound up with the fate of British Nationalism. It 
is frightening to contemplate, but his fate may 
depend on our fate. If we fail he will be 
forgotten, if we succeed he will, at long last, 
receive the respect and acclaim which his 
genius deserves. 


JOE PEARCE 



G.K. Chesterton, Maurice Baring and Hilaire 
Belloc in a painting by Sir James Gunn. 
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IDEOLOGY _ 

RACE- The foundation of our radical 


faith 

IN RECENT YEARS, the National Front 
has broadened and deepened its political 
platform, so that today, instead of 
concentrating on a few, mainly negative, 
issues, we offer the British people a 
spectrum of policies ranging across all 
areas of national life — a policy spectrum 
which combines to offer a radical 
alternative to the decaying social order 
around us. 

This process of radicalising and broadening 
our racial nationalism has resulted in what may 
appear to be a confusing rag-bag of apparently 
wholly unrelated ideas. 

Why, for example, should we oppose both 
immigration and the banking system, support 
the miners in Britain and the Boers in South 
Africa, demand the removal of both American 
troops and Coloured Immigrants from Britain, 
and so on? 

Superficially, it must appear a welter of 
contradictory “left” and “right”-wing policies. 

But in fact our policies are, or ought to be, a 
coherent whole serving a common purpose. 
What that common purpose is, what the NF is 
really there for, was summed up by Joe Pearce 
at a Nationalist Education Group seminar, 
under three headings, three basic objectives: 

• National Freedom. 

• Social Justice. 

• Racial Purify. 

But ultimately these three objectives serve 
only one purpose — the final overriding reason 
for being of our Party and our Movement: the 
Race. 

Our ultimate objective, goal and 
purpose must be to ensure the survival 
and ultimately the advancement of the 
White Race, and, as a part thereof, the 
British Nation. 

ULTIMATE REALITY 

That it is Race which is our ultimate reality 
will become clear when we look more closely at 
our three subordinate objectives. We can lose 
Social Justice in our society, or even all over 
our world (some would say we’ve never found it 
yet!) — but we could build a revolution and win 
it back. 

We can lose National Freedom — many a 
nation has. But we can build a resistance 
movement and win it back. 

But what if we lose Racial Purity? 

Once our Race is mongrelised and 
mulattoised, how will we ever get it back? 
Freedom and Justice can be lost and regained. 
The Race, once lost, is lost forever. 

So better by far five hundred years of foreign 
occupation and tyranny — if the occupying 
troops are of our own race — than fifty years of 
‘free democratic’ multiracialism and race¬ 
mixing. 

Nonetheless, it is true, as Joe Pearce 
demonstrated, that all our three subordinate 
objectives are essential to each other’s 
attainment. We cannot, for example, safeguard 
Racial Purity without National Freedom and 
Social Justice. That is why our radicalism is 
rooted in, and essential to, our racialism, and 
vice versa. 

So that our three subordinate objectives — 
Racial Purity (from which stems our policy on 
Immigration and solidarity with fellow Whites 
abroad), National Freedom (from which stems 
our opposition to NATO, US bases here, 
multinationals and the EEC) and Social Justice 
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(from which stems our Distributism, our 
support for workers' co-ops and opposition to 
the Market system) — are not three separate 
pillars of our policy platform, or even a tripod 
meeting at a point. 

They are the three branches of a life rune, 
whose stem and well-spring and root is the 
survival and advancement of the Race, our 
ultimate purpose in life. 

And we put forward all our multifarious 
policies not just out of personal preference, out 
of Teftie’ trendishness or ‘Rightist’ 
Biimpishness, but because each and every one 
of those policies and political positions 
positively serves our ultimate purpose: Racial 
survival. 



If any does not serve that purpose, however 
indirectly, then we should not advance it. 

It follows that, in the last analysis, our policies 
are means to an end: safeguarding our Race. 
That they are the best means to that end I 
believe can clearly be demonstrated by 
reasoned argument and logic. But 
committment to that racialist end — though it 
can be explained by reason and logic, as by 
sociobiolc^ically-rooted instincts — cannot be 
inspired in individuals by reason and logic. 

It can only b^ felt. Or not. That in turn means 
that we have more in common, at heart, with 
someone — such as a non-radical racialist who 
shares our end but has yet to be persuaded to 
accept our means — than we can have with the 
most radical non-racialist who, however many 
of our means, our policies, he may agree with 
does not at root share our end. 


STEVE BRADY 

Failure at high level in the Party to appreciate 
this will lead, and has now led, to disaster. 

The first stage is losing sight of the ends in an 
obsession with the means: we become more 
concerned with what we say and do that with 
why, with how our words and actions serve our 
ultimate racial purpose. Gradually the end 
becomes subordinated to the means, instead of 
vice versa, and our ranks and innermost 
councils are opened to those who share the 
latter but not the former. 

Thus we let in people who join, for example, 
because they are Distributists and the NF is a 
Distributist party, but who did not become 
Distributists as we did because Distributism 
serves the Race, but because it also serves 
some quirky political, personal or religious 
hobby-horse of their own. 

We bring in groups of recruits who look at 
the NF in the same spirit as the blind men 
examined the elephant, seeing in it only a 
reflection of what they thought it was rather 
than being made aware of what essentially it is. 

DISASTER 

The end result is that the Party leadership 
ceases to concern itself with, and in some cases 
to believe in, our ultimate racial end. Bereft of 
the acid test (How does this serve the Race?) 
applied to each new idea and proposal, our 
programme and strategy disintegrates into an 
incoherent tangle of individual obsessions and 
hobby-horses and a sea of superficiality 
wrapped up in pseudo-radical sloganising. 

Thus we now have members of the 
Executive Council boasting that I am not a 
racialist ”. We have the Party newspaper slating 
Fleet Street for “inciting racial hatred against 
innocent Blacks ” (i.e. reporting the fact that a 
Negro has just raped two old White ladies), and 
blaming the most bestial Black crime in true 
liberal fashion on “the society we live in”. 

We now even have a Chairman who 
banned all mention of the scientific basis of 
racial differences from the theoretical 
journal of Britain’s foremost racialist party 
and who now wants the Party line on Race 
soft-pedalled, or soften ed altogether. 

The time has come to refresh the racialist 
root of radical nationalism; to uproot the weeds 
and the suckers that have sprouted around it, 
and to re-establish the coherence and purpose 
of our political programme — for in the end all 
that will matter is whether we safeguarded the 
Race. 

However ideal the society we build, if it does 
not safeguard the Race it will perish. If it does 
safeguard the Race, in time it will change, or 
stagnate and die. 

In the very long run, ten thousand years or 
more perhaps from today, no-one will know or 
care what we said about nuclear power, or 
Ulster independence, or what our line was on 
Rumanian politics in the 1920’s. Quite possibly 
no-one will remember us, or even Britain. 

But if the people of that far-off day can look 
about them and see hair the hue of sunlight on 
ripe cornfields, can gaze into the depths of eyes 
the blue of midsummer’s heaven, then we will 
have our fitting memorial. If not, we will have 
failed forever, and nothing else That we did will 
have mattered at all. 

Let us not fail, let us keep the Faith, let 
us preserve the Race. Let us be radicals 
indeed, but let us above all else be 
racialists. 











IDEOLOGY __ 

COMRADESHIP - The foundation of the 
National Front 


COMRADESHIP is a word which is much 
used — some would say over-used — these 
days. Yet, like all words, it is meaningless 
unless it is ascribed a meaning! 

This may sound obvious but it is often 
forgotten. To illustrate the point it may be 
useful to examine briefly the rather vague 
meaning ascribed to other words. Take the 
word ‘socialist’ for example. 

Everyone from Neil Kinnock to Shirley 
Williams and Joseph Stalin to Adolf Hitler have 
called themselves ‘socialists’, yet one can 
scarcely imagine four people embracing a wider 
spectrum of opinions! Clearly then, the word 
‘socialist’ is rendered meaningless unless we 
take pains to define exactly what is meant by 
the term. 

Likewise, the word ‘nationalist’ is used to 
describe the National Front, the Irish 
Republican Army and Black Marxist terrorists 
in Africa. Again, one can scarcely imagine three 
groups of people embracing a wider range of 
beliefs and objectives. The word ‘nationalist’, 
therefore, is also rendered meaningless unless 
we take pains to define what exactly is meant 
by the term. 

The same confusion arises out of the usage 
and abusage of the word ‘comrade’. For 
instance, all but the most hardened cynic must 
cringe at the continual use of the word 
‘comrade’ at Labour Party conferences. 

The ‘comradeship’ of the Labour Party and, 
for that matter, the ‘comradeship’ of their ‘Big 
Brothers’ in the Kremlin, has precious little to 
do with the genuine brotherly love which 
should exist between true comrades working 
towards a common goal. On the contrary, the 
‘comradeship’ of Marxism reflects the nihilistic 
and destructive nature of their creed: ‘Be my 
Brother or Vll crack your skull!”_ 

This nihilism of the Marxists’ this negation of 
virtue, this denial of Life and rejection of Love, 
makes the Communist use of the word 
‘comrade’ a sick and tasteless joke. A 
Nationalist, on the other hand, because he 
affirms positive virtue and rejects nihilism, 
should be able to understand the true meaning 
of the word and, as a consequence, be able to 
use it with sincerity. 

Furthermore, and far more importantly, this 
understanding of the essence of comradeship 
should enable a Nationalist movement to enjoy 
the fruits of true comradeship. 

Comradeship is, of its very nature, rooted in 
love. For instance, the comradeship within a 
Nationalist movement is the brotherly love 
which exists between committed compatriots 
working towards a common ideological goal. 

In practical terms, the fruits of true 
comradeship is Unity. To employ an analogy: if 
each member of the National Front is a 
separate building block upon which the 
National Revolution is to be built, then 
comradeship is the invisible spiritual cement 
which bonds each block together. Without it, 
the Movement will collapse the moment the 
pressure of oppression is applied. 

Furthermore, in the short term, 
comradeship will protect the movement from 
internal corruption. This can best be illustrated 
by continuing our analogy. 

If the building blocks (individual members) 
are held together by a merely fickle friendship 
or, worse still, by the existence of a mutually 
beneficial ‘business relationship’ the whole 
structure of which they are a part (the 


Nationalist Movement) will collapse as soon as 
strategically placed foundation stones (key 
figures at the top of the movement who possess 
too much personal power) are corroded 
(become corrupt). 

DESTROY 

To put it plainly, without the bond of 
comradeship, a few corrupt individuals 
can destroy the whole movement if they 
possess enough personal power to lead 
the movement down a road which appears 
correct to their corrupt thinking. 

. At this point it is necessary to emphasise that 
the road of corruption does indeed appear 
‘correct’ to those who have mapped it out. 
Nobody is suggesting that key figures in the 
NF at the present time are consciously 
corrupt. Indeed, it is doubtful that even the 
likes of Margaret Thatcher are consciously 
corrupt since it is inherent in human nature that 
people will always seek to justify what they do. 


Consequently, all sides in any dispute will 
justify what they are doing by citing that they 
are “in the right” or that “it is all for the good of 
the movement”. As such, it is evident that such 
people are unconsciously corrupt. 
Nevertheless, corruption — whether it be 
conscious or unconscious — is still corruption. 

In fact, unconscious corruption is the more 
dangerous evil since the perpetrators of this 
corruption refuse adamantly to see the error of 
their ways and remain convinced to the end 
that the are ‘right’. In such cases any resort to 
reason often proves a wasted exercise since 
both sides are blinded by an obstinate faith in 
themselves! 

OBJECTIVE TEST 

Ultimately, therefore, an objective test of the 
essential qualities of comradeship and the root 
causes of corruption are required. 

A belief by members of a small group, an 
elite, that they alone are ‘fit’ to judge what 
direction the rest of the movement must take is 
a sure sign of a feeling of contempt for the 
majority. The elitist mentality goes something 
like this: “We know what‘s best. The members 
are just sheep. They must be disciplined. They 
will do as we say, or else ...” 


JOE PEARCE 

Now, since the elitist mentality is rooted in 
contempt for the majority it follows that its very 
nature runs contrary to the spirit of 
comradeship. Contempt is a negative emotion. 
Comradeship is a positive quality. It goes 
without saying that nothing positive can be built 
upon negative emotions; or, to put it another 
way: comradeship is negated by contempt. 

In plain English, one who feels contempt for 
his fellows is hardly going to feel comradeship 
towards them or inspire feelings of 
comradeship from them. Result: lack of 
comradeship regardless of how many 
platitudes are mouthed about the need for 
“comrades in the Struggle”. 

Such rhetoric, devoid of any feeling or 
understanding for the meaning of the word, has 
far more in common with the lack of spirit 
which pervades Labour conferences or 
meetings of the Politbureau than with the real 
positive spirit which pervades good, genuine 
Nationalism. 


It has been said: “By their fruits ye shall know 
them . We have already discussed the sweet¬ 
tasting fruits of comradeship which cements a 
movement together and protects it from 
corruption. But what of the bitter-tasting fruit 
of contempt? 

Alas, the movement has tasted of this fruit in 
recent months and there is no denying that it 
leaves a nasty taste in the mouth. Dozens of 
loyal members of the Party have been tossed 
aside like worthless trinkets by an 
unrepresentative and, for the most part, 
unelected clique. The only crime of these loyal 
members was to dare to suggest that perhaps 
nanny did not always know best. 

Thus we see that contempt rips a movement 
apart as surely as comradeship cements it 
together. 

Contempt destroys comradeship. 
Comradeship destroys contempt. They 
cannot co-exist. There is, therefore, a 
simple choice for the National Front: 
either we all become servants of a self- 
appointed elite, or else we become a 
Movement of the Members. Which is to 
be? 
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STRATEGY — The Way Forward 


®QBi? tP@tt§tr 


ONE OF THE EASIEST mistakes that a Nationalist can make is to underrate or 
ignore the massive amount of potential support that exists for the National 
Front. For several years now election results have generally been in the 1 - 3% 
range; and tjhe media never misses the chance to portray us as ‘extreme’, and 
‘only supported by a tiny minority’. So perhaps it is not surprising that our 
potential is not fully appreciated. 


Yet the NF has never lacked, and does not now 
lack, millions of Britons who agree with our ideas. 
What we do lack is a realisation by those millions 
that only by supporting the NF will their political 
beliefs be implemented. 

Let’s look at the facts about our policies and 
their popularity. Firstly: immigration, where 
we supposedly hold ‘extremist’ views. 

A recent Daily Mail opinion poll, for 
example, revealed that “most British people see 
Coloured people in this country as a problem 
and see ‘sending them home’ as the solution”. 
Sixty-four per cent of the public, according to 
their sample, actively supported repatriation. 

SIMILAR VIEWS 


This identity of views extends even to 
apparently obscure NF ideological areas, such 
as the abolition of the Stock Exchange, which is 
seen by millions as a ‘get-rich-quick’ parasites’ 
paradise. 

In fact all our industrial and economic 
policies are basically similar to the views held by 
the British public. Most people oppose ‘big 
business’ and the multi-nationals, dislike 
nationalisation and the direct control of 
business by the State, yet are sympathetic to 
small family businesses. 

Increasingly the ideas of profit-sharing and 
workers co-operatives are gaining popularity 
and acceptance, and the National Front is the 
only party committed to the idea of co- 
operatism as the basis of industrial policy. The 
need for import controls and restrictions on the 
export of investment capital is also largely 
accepted by the public. 

From capital punishment to the protection of 
the environment there are few areas of policy in 
which the National Front’s beliefs are not those 
of the vast majority of British people. 


UNIQUE PROBLEM 



That leaves the NF with a problem that is 
virtually unique in political history. Unlike 
other political parties we do not have to 
persuade the majority of the public that they 
should agree with the policies we uphold; 
instead we have to persuade them that we do 
agree with the policies that they already believe 


Essentially all our ideas are, to a very large 
extent, the popular view articulated — thought 
through logically — and woven into a coherent 
whole. 

This is the priceless political asset that we 
alone possess — yet do we exploit it to the full? 

Proof that the British public is inherently 
Nationalistic and ‘our way’ comes from our 
opponents, who regularly attempt to increase 
their popularity by pretending to uphold 
patriotic values. A classic example of this is of 
course Thatcher’s utterly false claims, made just 
before the 1979 General Election — and 
forgotten immediately afterwards — that she 


was concerned at the “swamping” of Britain by 
coloured immigrants. 

Yet it’s not just the Tories who use 
nationalism to win popularity: it was a recent 
Labour Party political broadcast which 
hypocritically praised small businessmen, and 
sneered that “One British college has collected 
more Nobel prizes for science than the whole of 
Japan ever has” — a statement that would 
probably be condemned as excessive 
chauvinism if it ever appeared in a Nationalist 
publication. The broadcast ended: “Labour is 
drawing up the blueprint to make Britain strong 
again”. 

Tory and Alliance broadcasts also frequently 
ooze a phoney patriotism, so it is not just a 
Labour quirk. 

This expression of essentially nationalistic 
attitudes simply reflects what the politicians 
and their hard-headed cynical admen have 
found by experiment best wins public support. 
Rather than pushing the specific policies of the 
parties concerned they appeal, however 
hypocritically, to a set of values which clearly 
the public shares, and which the NF alone 
consciously embodies. 

ItTollows that there is a great deal of public 
support available to a party which can sincerely 
and wholeheartedly project from within these 
basic values of ethnocentrism and nationalism 
which the other parties are forced, insincerely, 
to pretend to reflect to gain votes. 

The problem the Establishment parties face — 
and they are well aware of it — is that they are 
acceptable to the public, even though their true 
policies and basic values clearly are not. The 
problem the National Front faces — but do we 
realise it? —- is that our policies and basic values 
are acceptable to the public (however much the 
media might describe them as ‘extreme’) but we 
ourselves are not* 


TINY PERCENTAGE 


General Election the New Statesman admitted 
that the only way the public could have got 
what it wanted was to have voted NF) our 
public support remains so low? 

Obviously the reasons for our failure are 
many: some are tactical and organisational, and 
will be covered in future articles. The reason for 
failure we want to cover in this article could 
broadly be described as the Myths of 
Nationalism. 

That is to say that a whole range of false 
assumptions have been made about 
Nationalism by Nationalists, and have 
unconsciously been incorporated into our 
general thinking and planning. Not all these 
myths are dominant at once, of course. At any 
one time some are more ‘fashionable’ than 
others, but all exist to some extent, embedded in 
the Nationalist psyche. 


Firstly there is the Myth that ‘Its-all-the- 
Fault-of-Somebody-Else’. 

If the NF is not in power it’s the fault of the 
Reds, Tories, Big Business, Zionism, the Media 
— anyone, in fact, but ourselves. In truth the 
worst that can be said of our opponents is that, 
seeing the NF marching perenially over cliff 
tops they have, not unreasonably, given us a 
helping shove over the edge. 

Until we realise that our failures and setbacks 
are largely of our own making, we will keep on 
finding ourselves at the bottom of cliffs, 
moaning at how unfair the world is. 


Next there is the Myth of the Elite Cadre 
Party. 

Now there is nothing wrong with this idea in 
principle, but in practice Nationalists 
misunderstand what the term really means. 
Consequently an ‘elite’ party is usually a 
euphemism for a small party. 

If a party has, say, the support of 10% of the 
public, has 100,000 members, and is organised 
and led by 500 people of exceptional political 
ability and dedication, then you have an elite 
cadre party. Those selfsame 500, without public 
support, and in a little party all of their own, 
would not be an elite — they would be 
insignificant. 

Yet all too often, the term is used to justify 
aiming for the second type of organisation. We 
have even heard it claimed that the problem 
with the NF is not that it is too small but too 
large . . . rubbish! Certainly the highest 
standards of political dedication, courage and 
ability must be demanded from those who 
would hold key positions, but that doesn’t 
mean that such paragons of political virtue are 
the only people we should recruit. 

At worst there is a real danger that, 
misunderstanding the real nature of an elite 
party, we end up with an obscure sect of 
pseudo-intellectuals endlessly debating 
abstruse points of ideology — and totally 
isolated from society at large. 


The obvious question that has to be asked is 
why? Why is it that our actual support is such a 
tiny percentage of our potential? Why is it that 
despite the popularity of our policies (at the last 


Then there is the Myth of Inevitable 
Repression. 

This is closely related to the^ Myth of the 
Monolithic State. Apparently as soon as we 
look like getting anywhere, brutal State 
repression will intervene, and we will all be 
stuck in Gulag. All we can do is psych ourselves 
up for the inevitable so that we march singing 
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into the cells, rather than be dragged in 
screaming. 

Now it is certainly true that repression is 
always a possibility, to be guarded against 
conscientiously. Equally it probably is 
inevitable if an incompetent ‘leadership courts 
it. But automatic Establishment repression (as 
opposed to sporadic harassment, which we 
have always coped with) certainly is not 
inevitable. 

How often have we heard it said that “The 
State wants to ban us”? Well if the State did you 
would not be reading this now. Certainly 
Nationalism threatens powerful vested and 
ideological interests who would like us banned, 
but they are only a part of that diverse 
collection of conflicting interests known as the 
‘State’. 

Our first question on the subject of repression 
should always be “How do we avoid it without 
selling out?’’ Asking “How can we withstand 
repression?’’ is only to ask how we best prepare 
our last despairing fail-back position, and 
assumes we have failed to avoid repression. 

The only real defence against repression is to 
build a mass support base; until then it is 
important we don’t give those who would like 
to ban us ammunition to argue their case with 
the rest of the Establishment. 

The Myth of Crisis is still with us. 

In its purest form it might be known as 
‘Mosley’s Excuse’ since Sir Oswald used to 
claim that “We can only progress when there is 
Crisis”, to explain away donkey’s years of 
Union Movement failure. 

The lack of‘Crisis’ at present may justify our 
not having the support of 80% of the public — it 
does not explain we we only have the support 
of 1 - 3%. Given the basic popularity of our 
policies, and given the widespread 
dissatisfaction that exists thanks to mass 
unemployment, race troubles, Ulster, etc., there 
is no reason why our support levels should not 
be ten times what they actually are. 

Until we can realise our immediate potential 
for a substantial support base we will be too 
small to take advantage of any ‘Crisis’ that the 
Establishment has. 

Variants on the theme of ‘Mosley’s Excuse’ 
are still with us. For instance, it is still argued 
that “Our image may now be a liability, but in 
times of Crisis it will be advantageous”. Even if 
that were true this analysis is still inadequate. 
We need - now - the image to promote rapid 
growth, to build the level of popular support 
that will make us a credible alternative. If we do 
not first build the party then our image in times 
of Crisis will be irrelevant, because we will be 
irrelevant. 

The Myth of the Foreign Example is also still 
with us. 

It may be only the lunatic fringe that thinks 
you only have to dress in silly uniforms and 
shout “Seig Heil!” to get power, but even 
sensible Nationalists tend to go overboard on 
foreign examples. 

Apart from the ideological unsoundness 
involved in assuming that what worked with 
one people will work with another, there is a 
practical problem: as we have already pointed 
out, the key problem the NF faces — our 


policies are acceptable, we are not — is virtually 
unique, and was not faced by Strasser, 
Codreanu, Gadaffi, etc., etc. 

The Myth of Revolutionary Rhetoric rears its 
head from time to time. 

Now it is true that the implementation of 
Nationalist ideas would transform British 
society to such an extent that the term 
‘Revolutionary’ would be fairly accurate. But 
that does not mean we should smother our 
policies beneath reams of pseudo-revolutionary 
sub-Spartian ramblings. 


There is, alas, no real revolutionary tradition 
in Britain. The cry: “Revolution Now!” excites 
bourgeois Oxbridge poseurs, but leaves the vast 
mass of the public unmoved. As we noted 
before, the vast majority of the public agrees 
with our policies; it is insane to alienate 
ourselves from them by talking ‘Spartese’ 
instead of ordinary English - the language of the 
people. 

Nor does ‘Spartese’ help recruit elite cadres; 
after decades of spouting ‘revolutionary’jargon 
the ‘Left’ is increasingly recruiting radical chic 
poseurs and pretentious pseuds. Genuine elite 
cadres will only be won by expounding worthy 
Nationalist ideals, not by spouting affected 
jargon. 

PROGRESS 

Now there are many other Myths that we 
could have mentioned, but even just 
considering the above indicates a number of 
steps the NF must take if it is to progress: 

1) Get our priorities right. In the first half of the 
decade the prime need was ideological 
development, to transform the NF from a party 
that had solid policies only on Race, to one with 
fully developed socio-economic views. That 
task has largely been fulfilled — now our 
biggest priority is to convert potential to actual 
support. 

2) Realise who we are aiming recruitment at: the 
core element of the British people — the skilled 
‘working class’ and the productive sections of 
the ‘middle class’. 

3) When speaking to, and writing literature aimed 
at, the above target audience we must always 


speak in their language, and avoid cliches and 
jargon. The reaction we should aim for is “I 
didn’t know the NF stood for that. That’s just 
what I believe, but they put it better than I could 
have done”. 

We must always remember our biggest 
advantage — that our readers largely agree with 
what we have to say. Writers and editors must 
ensure that advantage is never needlessly lost 
through self-indulgent obscurantism. 

4) Stop scoring own goals. As noted above, there 
is only a small segment of what is collectively 
known as ‘The Establishment’ that currently 


wants to ruthlessly oppress us. It is vital that we 
do not give them the slightest grounds for 
arguing that “The NF isn’t a real party, just a 
collection of thugs, and brick, boot and fist 
merchants. They should be banned . ..” etc., etc., 
to the rest of the Establishment. 

Those who play into our opponents’ hands 
should be swiftly disciplined, and we must be 
more emphatic in rejecting illegal and thuggish 
actions and threats by ‘Nationalists’ and those 
who choose to have links with such 
‘Nationalists’. 

5) The Party’s image, which has generally 
improved over the last few years, must continue 
to be cleaned up and made more attractive. Like 
it or not, too many ‘smear’ stories in the media 
have some foundation in fact, even if the facts 
are distorted. Cleaning up our image may be 
‘Populist’, but it does not mean selling out or 
watering down our beliefs. 

6) Lastly we should give more emphasis to 
election work, but not blindly as in the 1970’s. 
An election is a good test of how the public sees 
us — there is nothing like a tiny vote for 
bringing it home to a party how much work 
is ahead of it. 

In conclusion: Nationalism is essentially the 
most popular political creed in Britain today. But 
few people are consciously aware of being 
Nationalists; fewer still realise that only the NF 
stands for Nationalism. Bridging the gap — to 
actualise our potential support — is our task for 
the next decade. 

Remember! We are Britain’s most popular 
party — it’s just that our supporters don ’t know it 
yet! 


Nationalist publications - 
if the NF is to escape the 
political ghetto they must 
be relevant and interesting 
to ordinary British people. 
It is important we don’t 
just *preach to the 
converted’ in our papers 
and magazines , but ensure 
that potential Nationalists 
would enjoy and 
appreciate our public¬ 
ations as well as actual 
Nationalists. 
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OPERA & POLITICS 


WAGNER’S RING 


-A Modem Tragedy 


ANDREW BRONS * 


IT IS CUSTOMARY for people to dwell on the part played in their 
difficulties by those they identify as their enemies, rather than on the 
part played by their own shortcomings. So it is with Racial Nationalists 
who read the superficial rather than the deeper message of The Ring . 


The long association between The Ring and 
Racial Nationalists is well known. Richard 
Wagner was himself a Racial Nationalist and so 
too was his patron and protector, Ludwig II of 
Bavaria. Wagner’s daughter married the British 
Racial Nationalist author of The Foundations 
of the Nineteenth Century, Houston Stewart 
Chamberlain. The patronage of Wagner’s 
works by the Third Reich and by Adolf Hitler in 
particular (something for which Wagner is 
illogically condemned) is too well known to 
need recounting. 

Racial Nationalists have correctly identified 
the parts played by Marxists, International 
Capitalists and some Zionist (and non-Zionist) 
Jews in the downfall of the nations of Europe. 
However, they have understated the much 
larger contribution of the weakness and 
capacity for self-delusion and self-imposed 
thralldom of our own people — particularly the 
people charged with our governance. 

Some Racial Nationalists have pointed to 
Loge as the archetypal ‘court Jew’ and to 
Alberich and Mime as less well placed and 
resentful Jews. They may well have read one of 
Wagner’s messages accurately — but only the 
most obvious and least useful of his messages. 

BETRAY INSTINCTS 

The central allegory enacted in The Ring 
is to be found not in the parts of the villains 
but in the part played by its heroes, weak 
as well as strong. The tragedy of The Ring 
is not to be found in villains acting 
villainously but good men (or Gods) acting 
against their natures. Causes are lost not 
because knaves follow evil instincts but 
because good but weak and foolish men 
(and Gods) are prepared to betray their 
best instincts. 

The nations of Europe have allowed 
themselves to be cajoled and shamed into 
imposing on what they do think and feel that 
which they have been persuaded to believe 
they ought to think and feel. They instinctively 
value their nations and their race but they have 
allowed themselves to be convinced that they 
do not exist, have no value or ought not to 
exist. 

They have allowed their instinctive feelings 
and intellectual judgements to be superceded 
by conclusions that they are encouraged to 
regard as inescapable, morally and 
intellectually. They have denied what they 
know and feel and they have accepted instead 
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that which they have been persuaded they 
ought to think and feel. 

That is the tragedy of The Ring and the moral 
and intellectual dilemma of its participants. The 
Gods — Wotan in particular — were torn 
between what they admitted to wanting and 
what they thought they ought to want! They 
allowed themselves to be deflected from their 
true wishes. 

The real hero of The Ring is neither Wotan 
nor Seigfried. The real hero is not a hero at all 
but a heroine: Brunnhilde. 

Wotan surrendered his judgement to that of 
the half-God Loge, when he accepted the 
bargain to give Fricka’s sister, Freya, to Fasholt 
and Fafner in return for the building of Valhalla. 
He admitted to Brunnhilde: 

“Unwittingly, I acted dishonourably. I made 
treaties that concealed lies, Loge’s cunning 
tempted me” 

He surrendered his will to that of Fricka, his 
wife, when he ordered Brunnhilde: 


“I am caught in my own trap, least free of all 

- disgraced and humiliated, the despair of the 
Gods. ” 

He surrenders his will to the contracts 
engraved on his spear when he forbore from 
helping Siegfried to kill Fafner and regain the 
Rhinegold. Wotan agonised: 

“But I made a Treaty with him and so I can't 
openly attack him. I am powerless, bound. I, 
who, rule by treaties, am now their slave. ” 

Nevertheless, Wotan was too shrewd not to 
appreciate the trap into which he had been 
lured. He longed for others, who were not 
bound as he was, to fulfil his wishes. His 
desperate and tormented interview with his 
wife exemplifies his dilemma. He tried, in vain, 
to allow Brunnhilde to fulfil his purpose in his 
stead: “The Valkyrie is free to choose ”, he 
replied to Fricka’s demands. 

But in the end he submitted his will to that of 
his wife. He raised no objection when Fricka 
explained imperiously to Brunnhilde: 
“War)other waits to tell you of his (sic) plans”. 
The irony lies in Fricka’s ploy to apeal to 
Wotan’s pride in his power and his freedom of 
action: 

“We’ll become powerless - mocked by men 

- unless she (Brunnhilde) upholds my rights 
today. ” 

Fricka was not, of course, motivated by 
concern for the position of the Gods but by her 
desire to destroy the Volsungs, the living proof 
of Wotan’s infidelity. Her professed concern for 
the marriage vows of Hunding and Sieglinde 
was merely cosmetic and secondary to her 
desire for personal revenge. 

Undeterred, Brunnhilde, Wotan’s Wish 
Maiden, tried to direct him to be true to his own 
wishes: 

“You speak to Wotan’s Will if you tell me. 
Who am I if not your Will?” 

However, when Brunnhilde disobeyed 
Wotan’s commands by her loyalty to his 
wishes, he reproached her bitterly: 

“So you did what I dearly wanted to do but 
by necessity was forbidden from doing. When 
in burning grief I had to range against love in 
my heart, I had turned in torment against 
myself and made my dreadful decision .” 

Brunnhilde’s reply was poignant, if 
insufficiently persuasive: 

“One thing I knew to love that you loved. 
Must you split half of you from yourself?” 

Wotan’s longing for somebody to be true to 
his will in his stead was concentrated on 
Siegfried: 

“One alone can do what I cannot - a hero 
whom I have not helped - A stranger to the 
Gods - free and unprompted - acting freely 
with his own weapons to do the deed that I 
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The Gods of the ‘Ring’ — human, all-too-human? 


must not do. This friendly foe of the Gods 
would fight for me. Where will I find him?” 

FEARLESS HERO 

But was Siegfried worthy of Wotan’s hopes? 
He was certainly the fearless hero who slew 
Fafner, the giant in the guise of a dragon, and 
won back the ring and the Rhinegold. He 
understood well the motives of his false and 
cringing guardian, Mime. Nevertheless, he 
allowed himself to be tricked into betraying 
Brunnhilde and becoming ensnared by the 
malicious and vengeful Hagen and the 
desperate and cowardly Gunther. 

He may have shown his courage and 
freedom from constraints by killing Fafner, by 
defying Wotan and shattering his spear and by 
threatening to cut the strands spun by the 
Norns and thereby change destiny. However, 
he was foolish enough to ignore the warnings 
about the curse placed on the ring. In the words 
of the Rhine maidens: 

(C The hero thinks he’s wise and strong but 
he’s bound and blind ... .he knows the runes 
and ignores them.” 

Only Brunnhilde was true to herself and to 
the will (Wotan’s) of which hers was the truest 
representation. As the Rhine maidens 
predicted to Siegfried: 

“A proud woman will become your heir 
today. ” 

Brunnhilde was not the arrogant God 
represented by the behaviour of Wotan but 
neither was she weak and constrained as he 
was. Moreover, she unlike him, was true to the 
will they shared. She, unlike Siegfried, was true 
to their mutual vows and, on Siegfried’s death, 
knew what was to be done with the ring. Of 
greater importance is that she was careless of 
her own life — she risked the wrath of Wotan 
by trying to save Siegmund and eventually 
threw herself into the flames of Valhalla — but 
careful about being true to her own will. 

CONSCIENCE 

Our political masters — and not a few 
who would describe themselves as Racial 
Nationalists — place their own 
preservation and that of their positions 
and superficial reputations before their 
own will — their conscience. 

The Nation needs people with the quiet and 
humble courage and loyalty of Brunnhilde. It 
does not need a Wotan torn by indecision who 
allows his will to be supplanted by that of 
another and then reacts aggressively and 
jealously towards those who remind him of his 
weakness, by obeying his true wishes and 
disobeying his commands 

We have a surfeit of Wotans at all levels in 
the Nation and not least in the Party. Nor do we 
need a Siegfried who is so sure of his own 
courage that he is blind to the disastrous 
consequences of his actions. 

The Tory Party is full of physically 
courageous ex-military men who are as 
unbending as they are unthinking — who 
regard themselves as the paragons of 
patriotism but whose efforts are placed 
unswervingly at the service of the Nation’s 
enemies. 

We need people with the qualities of 
Brunnhilde who are obedient to the will of 


themselves and of those whom they are a 
part but who do not allow themselves to be 
distracted by vanity, personal whim, blind 
confidence in their own infallibility or the 
deceptions of the capricious and 
malevolent. We need people who are 
prepared to sacrifice themselves and even 
their own pride to prevent tragedy for all. 

Before the Party can cleanse the Nation 
of its ills, it must ensure that it is true to its 
collective will. We must identify the 
malevolent manipulators as well as the 


gullible manipulated ones. We must 
identify those so greedy for office that they 
are prepared to sacrifice the Cause for 
which we have all fought. We must identify 
those who are prepared to pervert the 
course of the Party to satisfy personal 
hatreds and vendettas. And we must 
identify those who are prepared to 
surrender their power to decide to others 
because they have no ideas of their own. 

I have depicted the characters. It is for 
the reader to identify the cast 
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INTERNATIONAL TRADE 


Economics to serve the People 



Imports flood in, destroying the jobs of the British people 


IT WAS AT the Bermondsey by-election count 
that I had the dubious pleasure of talking to a 
‘Young Conservative’ — Daddy had bought him a 
“little pad’’ in South-East London, so that he was 
“just like everyone else’’. 

We started talking about the Common 
Market and moved on to economics in general 
and there is no reason to suppose that his 
attitude is significantly different from the 
thinking of the vast majority of Tories. He was 
arguing (unbelievably) that our membership of 
the Common Market was good for business and 
therefore good for Britain. 

It is this last point that is interesting because 
whenever you talk to a Conservative, or if you 
read the speeches made by leading Tories, there 
is this implicit assumption that whatever is 
good for business must also be good for the 
British people. 

In a nationalist Britain, where all industry is 
owned directly by the British people, such a 
statement would be far nearer the truth. 
However today the interests of ‘business’ and 
the interests of the British people only rarely 
coincide and are often diametrically opposed. 

It is actually quite difficult to pin down 
exactly what is meant by ‘business’, however 
there are a number of elements where this myth 
of an ‘identity of interests’ needs to be exploded. 

Perhaps one area where the average 
Conservative displays his unconsciously 
hypocritical patriotism most obviously is over 
the subject of international trade. He starts 
from the assumption (so assiduously fostered 
by leading political and economic figures) that 
all international trade is “a good thing’’. 

LOGIC 

Yet when logically examined, what possible 
benefit to the average person can there be in 
building a car in Japan which is then shipped 
half way round the world to be driven in the 
streets of Luton? Who exactly benefits from 
transporting a T-shirt emblazoned with second- 
rate pictures of Sarah Ferguson and Prince 
Andrew all the way from South Korea to 
Southampton? 

If we are not to become bigots, but instead if 
we believe that nationalism and patriotism are 
good for all, then we must ask whether it is right 
to ship computers from the Thames Valley to 
Nigeria. Two groups of people benefit directly 
from this type of trade. Clearly those people 
conected with shipping — both ship owners and 
sailors benefit — but the greatest beneficiaries 
by far are the financiers who are active in every 
section of this trade. 

The importing country regularly borrows the 
money to pay for the goods — often paying 
back over a period of years at high rates of 
interest (hence the Third World debts to the 
banks), the manufacturers also borrow money 
until they receive payment for the goods. At 
every stage the financier creams off his profits. 

It is true that a limited number of British 
sailors would suffer from a decline in 
international trade but, in any case, they are 
rapidly being replaced by sailors from Third 
World countries who will work under primitive 
conditions for pittance wages. 
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It is also true that you would not find it so 
easy to buy Japanese cars, Korean T-shirts, 
American jeans, etc., but which would you 
prefer: to buy a Japanese imported motorbike 
or a British-built motorbike made by British 
workers? What is more important: a Korean 
Sarah and Andrew T-shirt or the employment 
and self-respect of British people trying to bring 
up their families. 

Conservatives will bring up two arguments 
against the idea of import controls to reduce 
international trade. 

Firstly that other countries will retaliate by 
putting up tariff barriers. We agree — why 
shouldn’t they? Every nation has the right to be 
patriotic and each country should produce 
whatever goods it can; the only goods which 
would then be transported around the world 
would be those that simply cannot be produced 
in a particular country. 

In the case of manufactured items it would be 
possible simply to sell a technique rather than 
the finished product; thus Nigeria, for instance. 


would buy the necessary techniques (for a one- 
off payment) to produce their own computers. 

The second argument put forward by Tories 
and much favoured by Mrs. Thatcher is that if 
British industry was efficient then we would be 
able to export as much as we import. There are 
two major fallacies in this argument. Firstly, 
she is again assuming that international trade is 
a good thing rather than each nation being as 
self-sufficient as possible. Exactly what would 
she have done if, during the Falklands War, we 
had relied on Argentina for suplies of micro¬ 
chips for our computers? 

Secondly, is she serious in comparing 
conditions in Britain with those in Uganda? Of 
course you can produce a manufactured item 
more cheaply in Uganda than in Britain, but is 
she expecting British workers to be shot of they 
strike (or if they belonged to the wrong tribe)? Is 
she expecting British workers to work for the 
same wages as those in the poorest Third World 
countries? 

That is the logical conclusion of her arguments. 



















WORKERS’ FIGHT 


WAPPING - A Nationalist Perspective 

«aai mnrkr'LJ • i i u-rt > ■ . 


“MURDOCH is bad newsr - “There’s no 
stopping Wapping!” As the dispute 
between Rupert Murdoch and the 
members of SOGAT and the NG A, sacked 
by him, grinds on the slogans of left and 
right sound ever more stale and empty. 
The dispute has rightly attracted the 
attention of many Nationalists, yet all too 
often a radical and constructive ‘third 
position' on the print-workers struggle has 
been ignored as Nationalists have 
relapsed into sloganeering as meaningless 
as a Sun editorial. 

What is generally ignored is that there are 
two, completely different, issues at stake: firstly 
— should new printing technology be 
introduced? Secondly — how should the 
industry be owned and controlled? 

TRADITIONALLY UNCERTAIN 

Historically radical Nationalists have always 
been uncertain how the press should be owned 
and controlled. Ideally we always wanted a 
large number of newspapers to be published, 
reflecting a wide range of differing 
political/ social/economic standpoints. 
Additionally new newspapers reflecting 
innovative editorial standpoints ought to be 
comparatively easy to found. In short, radical 
Nationalists always sought the application of 
Distributist principles to the newspaper 
publishing industry. 

In the past the harsh facts of economic 
realities have made these ideals seem 
impracticable. Printing equipment for a large- 
circulation daily was so expensive that the 
capital requirements for founding a new paper 
were enormous. Worse still, production costs 
were so high that papers needed a very high 
circulation to be viable — with the inevitable 
consequence that only a small range of 
newspapers could co-exist at any time. 

Full utilisation of modern printing and 
distribution technologies can cut by up to 80% 
the capital needed to found a new paper. Not 
only that, but the production cost per copy is 
greatly reduced, so that newspapers can 
become economically viable with 
comparatively modest circulations, thus 
creating the possibility that a large number, 
perhaps over 25, could co-exist. 

HIGHLY DESIRABLE 

Bearing this in mind Nationalists must face 
the fact that the introduction of modern 
printing technology into the newspaper 
industry is highly desirable; in fact it is vital to 
the creation of the Distributist state we seek. 
From the point of view of building a distinctively 
Nationalist voice in the media, modern printing 
technology probably advances by a decade the 
day when we can reasonably expect to see a 
Nationalist daily newspaper in existence. 

During the miner’s strike Nationalist 
principle led the National Front to support the 
NUM’s fight against pit closures. This did not, 
of course, mean that we supported the Marxist 
policies of Arthur Scargill. Now Nationalist 
principle makes us support the introduction of 
new printing technology, but that does not 
mean that we support Rupert Murdoch. 

NATIONALIST IDEAL 

As said above, the Nationalist ideal — made 
feasible by new technology — is for a large 
number of newspapers, each with a 
comparatively low circulation, so that no one 
newspaper could become too influential in 
affecting public opinion. 


These papers should aim to represent as 
many different political viewpoints as possible 
— Nationalist/Socialist/Libertarian, etc. — as 
well as distinct social and industrial groups. For 
example, there could well be a market for a 
newspaper aimed at farmers and those who 
work on the land. More local and community 
based papers would also be desirable. 

These newspapers must, however, not be 
owned and controlled by small cliques of 
international capitalists and plutocrats, like 
Murdoch. In a Nationalist Britain they must be 
owned and controlled primarily by co¬ 
operatives of printworkers, journalists and 
editorial staff. 



Additionally, however, representatives of the 
local community or social or political group 
each newspaper is aimed at could be 
represented on the editorial board of that 
paper. For example, in the case of a farming- 
orientated newspaper, representatives from 
farmers’ associations could well sit on their 
editorial boards. 

In short, the Nationalist response to the 
Wapping dispute could be summed up by 
saying: “Yes to new technology - No to 
Rupert Murdoch”. 

So where does that leave the unemployed 
print-workers on the Wapping picket lines? 

Firstly it must be recognised by Nationalists 
that printworkers cannot achieve a 
transformation in the newspaper world on their 
own. 

It is a weakness of many anti-Establishment 
political activists — be they Nationalist/Marx¬ 
ist/Anarchist or whatever — to expect 
organised labour to do their dirty work, and 
create their desired state, for them. We must 
recognise that the power of the press barons 
like Murdoch can only be broken by the 
triumph of Nationalism in Britain. 

In the present dispute the print-workers can 
only achieve a limited — but nonetheless 
significant — victory. They must however 
radically change their objectives. At present 
they accept the total domination of the media 
by Capitalism: their main objective is simply the 
restoration of their lucrative jobs and once 
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more be the well-fed poodles of the Capitalist 
media. 

Consequently, however much we may 
loathe Murdoch, no intelligent and principled 
radical Nationalist could simply call for 
“Victory to the Printworkers” as long as the 
main demand of those printworkers is to be 
paid lots of money for producing the Sun with 
its “Tits’n’bums’n’Toryism”, and frequent 
vicious anti-NF propaganda come to think of it. 

ONE HOPE 

Yet there is one hope for the sacked 
printworkers, one way in which they can 
not only win back employment as printers 
but win self-respect and genuine control 
over their jobs and lives, but it will require 
a radical change in the printworkers 
objectives, plus the firm support of the 
Trades Union movement as a whole. 

It has long been a complaint of the TUC that 
there is no union-orientated paper, that 
organised labour has no voice. Now is the time 
of golden opportunity for the leadership of the 
TUC to break the Tory press monopoly’ they 
have so long complained about, as there is, at 
present, a unique combination of skilled labour 
and capital available. 

A new newspaper run on co-operative 
lines should now be founded to break the 
monopoly of the press ‘barons’ like Rupert 
Murdoch. 

There are 10 million trades unionists in 
Britain who would form the natural readership 
of a working class/trades union orientated 
newspaper. Even if only one tenth actually read 
such a paper that would be more than sufficient 
to make it viable. Thanks to Murdoch there 
are, of course, plenty of otherwise unemployed 
print-workers these days. There are, almost 
certainly, sufficient journalists and editorial 
staff sympathetic to the idea of a ‘labour’ paper 
to enable it to attract such staff fairly easily. 

The capital to found such a venture ought to 
be easily obtainable. The effective organisation 
and militant picketing by the News 
International printworkers forced Murdoch to 
offer them over £50 million to get off his back. 
With continued pressure it is likely that — 
despite Murdoch’s protestations to the 
contrary — that concession could be forced 
out of him again. 

Capital ought to be forthcoming from the 
Trades Union movement itself, which currently 
invests most of its millions in Government 
securities — unless of course trades unions 
actually prefer to invest in the Capitalist state, 
rather than in British workers. 

One thing that the printworkers should not 
do, however, is to take up Murdoch’s offer of 
using his old presses — rather they should 
invest in new technology and make it work for 
them. 

The leadership, not just of the print unions, 
but of the Trades Union movement as a whole 
is on trial at Wapping. They must do 
something over the next few months or the 
printworkers resistance will slowly crumble. 
Founding the first serious non-capitalist daily 
must surely be their best long-term option. 

Nationalists on the picket-lines at 
Wapping should be amongst the most 
militant agitators there, but they should be 
fighting for the printworkers’ right to 
control their own futures, not for their 
‘right’ to work at Murdoch’s wage-slaves, 
producing his anti-British and anti- 
Nationalist propaganda. 
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ACTIVISM _ 

Winning Local Publicity" 
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Hitting the headlines in Haringey 


GETTING local publicity is something that 
any branch or group can do. It is a fairly 
complex job which demands a good sense of 
timing and the ability to tell a good story. 
But it is well worth the effort. A good bit 
of local press coverage can transform the 
image of a unit, make it look more 
appealing to the public and so help 
recruitment. It boosts the morale of existing 
members. 

So how to you go about getting in the 
Press? First you need to make preparations. 
All official press statements should be typed 
on to headed notepaper with the words 
‘Press Statement’ printed clearly. It is easy 
to adapt your existing headed paper in this 
way. You must also put a phone number 
on it in case the reporter wants to ask for 
more information. 

Next you need to know where to send 
your press release. Type a list of all the 
local papers in your area — you can 
probably find this out from the library — 
and note which areas they cover. For 
example, some London locals cover two or 
more London boroughs. You should also 
mark on a map the physical location of the 
newspaper offices, as you may have to 
hand-deliver press releases sometimes. 

DEADLINE 

Another important piece of information is 
the phone number of your local papers. 

Some of them have answerphone facilities 
which you can use to phone in a story. 
Finally, find out what day the paper goes to 
print. This is important, as news quickly 
goes stale; if you miss the deadline your 
story will probably be wasted. If the print 
deadline is a Tuesday, get the PR in by 
Monday. 

You’re now set up to contact the Press. 
What do they want to hear? Well, they want 
news. They want to know what the 
National Front is up to because, whether the 
individual reporter likes it or not, the 
National Front is news. You can tell them 
about your local meeting; about a leafletting 
campaign; about demonstrations; about 
plans for the future. Obvious security 
precautions must be taken whenever you 
talk to the press, but other than that you 
should always give as complete a story as 
possible. 

SMALL NUMBERS 

Most local papers run on small numbers 
of people, and they don’t have time to go 
put and get much news. So if you can give 
them a story, written in journalistic fashion, 
they are very likely to print it. They want 
to know what you are doing, and why; how 
many people were involved; whether any 
senior officials were there; what was said; 
what future plans you have. Often they will 
print the story exactly as you give it to 
them. If you can include a photograph, your 


chances of getting into print are all the 
greater — but remember that it must be a 
black and white photo. 

If you don’t get immediate results, or if 
you get a hostile story printed about you, 
don’t worry. And if you regularly send 
press releases week after week, sooner or 
later you will engage the interest of even the 
most stand-offish paper. Sooner or later, 
they will want to hear from you. 

A determined campaign of press releases 
and friendly chats with local reporters will 
help you to build up your unit, but it can 


do more than that. It can improve the 
Party’s image nationally as well, since the 
big national papers rely to a large extent on 
news gathered from local papers. It will 
increase our credibility with the general 
public, and thus will increase our public 
support. 

A continuing campaign like this would 
bring many benefits for the Party, both at 
local and national level. If local organisers 
made the effort, the whole Party will see 
those benefits. 


14 










ACTIVITIES 


Instant Response 
—Instant Success 


THE NATIONAL FRONT finds it virtually 
impossible to create its own newsworthy 
publicity. If a National Front leader makes a 
major speech it is ignored by the media; our 
AGM’s are totally shunned, while even a 
major national activity usually only receives 
local publicity. 

Instant Response Group activities are 
designed to take advantage of the news created 
by other people. Thus when Willie Whitelaw 
helped to put Joe Pearce in jail our response 
activity achieved front page publicity. When 
Norman Tebbit made a speech at a recent by- 
election, our heckling gained us publicity. 

For a small movement such as the National 
Front, publicity is vital if we are to grow — 
especially if we can identify ourselves with 
popular campaigns. This was done with 
particular success in Newham, East London, 
last year when a White family was threatened 
with eviction for being racialists. 

A Newham Council meeting was brought to 
a halt by a shower of eggs, tomatoes, etc., 
which suddenly despatched themselves from 
the public gallery towards the Chairman of the 
Housing Committee. 

The NF Support Group now intends to 
accelerate this much neglected form of activity. 
Initially we will be based in London, although 
we urge all units to form their own I.R.G.’s. The 
requirements for members of the NF who wish 
to join this type of activity and for units who 
want to set up their own are:- 

i) Every member of an IRG must be quickly 
contactable by phone. 

ii) One person must be put in charge of the 
Group and anyone who sees or hears of a 
suitable venue for an activity must contact 


him/her (not by phone). 

iii) When the Organiser phones out the details 
of an IRG activity he must only give the date, 
time and location of the re-direction point. No 
details of the actual activity should be given. 
Anyone who persistently asks or announces 
his guess’ over the phone should be thrown out 
immediately. 

iv) Every single member of the NF should look 
out for suitable activities. 

v) The Organiser should ensure that he takes 
care of press liaison. It is important to 
remember that the activity must reflect well on 
the NF, nothing must ever be done which 
would cause an NF spokesman to be 
embarrassed by, for example, being 
questioned on television about the activity. 

Ideas as to where to look for suitable 
activities include: 

• Keeping an eye on local council meetings 
and the business they are going to transact. 

• Keeping an eye on other local political 
groups, particularly the Conservatives who are 
currently in Government, and watching for 
guest speakers. 

• Keeping an eye on groups with whom we 
have some sympathy — e.g.: the NCCL, 
animal liberation groups, ecology groups — 
who almost all manage to dodge vital issues 
such as British political prisoners, ritual 
slaughter, etc. 

Finally, remember we are in the business of 
winning friends and influencing people. The 
British public love to watch Establishment 
figures being made to look silly — they do not 
like activities which ‘go over the top’ — so 
don’t. 


Social Club 


HARD WORK is essential for political 
success — but politics shouldn’t just be 
about hard work! That’s why the NF 
Support Group has re-formed the NF 
Social Club. 

A wide range of functions and events is 
planned by the Social Club, which hopefully will 
give hard-working NF members the chance to 
relax and meet and talk with fellow Nationalists 
in friendly and attractive surroundings. 

The Social Club will be organised by Tina 
Dalton, who will send details of forthcoming 
events to all interested members and 
supporters of the National Front on request, 
provided only that a small contribution is made 
to cover administration and postage expenses. 

Tina has already organised two Social Club 
events. On the 12th of July over 40 NF 
members and supporters gathered to enjoy the 
benefits of a ‘Real Ale’ pub on the banks of the 
River Thames. As those present will agree, an 
extremely pleasurable evening was had by all. 
The morale and determination to succeed of 
those present was noticeably high. 

Secondly, the NF Social Club organised a 
benefit for Joe Pearce and Martin Wingfield, 
both of whom were recently imprisoned under 
Britain’s notorious Race Laws, for fighting for 


their country and the National Front. 

More than 60 National Front members and 
supporters gathered to make this one of the 
best NF socials for a long, long time. 

If you would like to be kept informed of 
Social Club events, please complete the 
form below and send it to Tina Dalton as 
soon as possible. 


To: Tina Dalton, 42 Byland Road, 
Harrogate, N. Yorkshire, HG1 4ET. 

Dear Tina, 

I would like to attend future NF Social Club 
events, so will you please keep me informed of 
forthcoming events in 1986. 

I enclose £.(minimum £1) to help cover 

administration and postage costs. 

Name: ___ - 

Address: _ 


Post code: 


GET ACTIVE 
IN THE 
STRUGGLE 

IFYOU believe in Britain, if you 
believe in the Nationalist 
cause, then give the National 
Front your ACTIVE support. 
Don’t just sympathise with 
Nationalism, WORK to help 
bring National Liberation and 
Social Justice to Britain. 

If you would like to get active 
in the Nationalist struggle, the 
best way you can help is to join 
your local branch of the 
National Front and help 
advance the cause in your 
home town or borough. 

Paper-selling, leafletting, 
going to meetings and demos, 
helping to organise social and 
fund-raising events — there’s a 
tremendous amount YOU can 
do to help. 

Your local sellers of NF 
publications will be happy to 
welcome you into your local 
Branch, but if you have any 
problems contacting your 
nearest NF unit then the NF 
Support Group will happily put 
you in touch with them 

NF BRANCHES! As from Issue 2 
Vanguard will give a free 
listing to all NF units. Just 
make sure we have got the full, 
up-to-date address of your 
Branch, Group or Region and 
we will print it in a regular 
‘Join Your Local Branch’ 
feature. 

From now on, follow-ups will 
come straight to you. No more 
delays in receiving vital 
enquiries because of ineffic¬ 
ient bureaucratic over¬ 
centralisation. Make sure your 
Branch doesn’t miss out! 

JOIN YOUR 
LOCAL 
BRANCH 
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N. F. S. G. 


WHAT WE STAND FOR 



THE National Front Support Group was set up at the end of 
June. It was formed as a loyal opposition to the 
unrepresentative clique on the Directorate who we feel are 
leading the Party towards imminent collapse and 
destruction. 

Since the activities of the NF Support Group are likely to 
cause controversy, it is essential that all NF members and 
supporters know exactly what it is. 

The NFSG is not a faction within the Party. It is a grouping 
of loyal Party members who feel they have the right to 
comment on the actions of the Party’s leadership. 

The NFSG does not desire a split in the Party. On the 
contrary, we are fighting a desperate battle to keep people 
in the Party. The antics of those misguided people who have 
led our Party to its present lamentable position are 
responsible for the disillusionment of many members with 
the result that many loyal members are either dropping out 
or joining dead-end alternatives to the NF. The NFSG has 
always called on all members to remain loyal to the Party. 

Now that we have established that the NFSG is not a faction 
desiring a split, we can state precisely what the Support 
Group actually stands for: 

# LOYALTY TO THE IDEA. The NFSG asserts that a 
Nationalist’s primary loyalty must always be to Nationalist 
ideology. His belief in Race, Nation and Social Justice must 
always take precedence over the claims and ambitions of 
any group of self-appointed ‘leaders’. Ultimately, he must 
allow his conscience to guide him as to whether there is any 
divergence between the Idea and the leaders who claim to 
serve it. 

• POWER TO THE BRANCHES! POWER TO THE 
MEMBERS! The NFSG calls for as much power to be given to 
the Branches as possible. It wants Branches to be able to 
issue their own membership cards. Further, it wants all 
membership money to go to the funds of the local unit and 
not to any central administrative bureaucracy as is the case 
at present. This is essential for two reasons. First, it will 
strip the Party’s central administrtion of the excessive 
power and burden of work which it currently has. Second, it 
will protect the Movement from any Establishment 
repression since the concentration of Party records and 
assets in one place obviously leaves them vulnerable to 
seizure by the authorities. 

Another reason why power should be decentralised away 
from the Directorate and given to the Branches springs from 
our ideological outlook. For a long while the NF’s ideology 
on social issues has revolved around the axiom that ‘power 
corrupts and absolute power corrupts absolutely’. From this 
axiom we draw our principles of Distributism which calls 
for power to be decentralised. Yet all along we have been 
arch-hypocrites by not practising our own principles in our 
own organisation. The results of this hypocrisy are clear for 
all to see: absolute power has corrupted and the rank-and- 
file members have been stripped of all real power to control 
the direction of their Party. Our principles have been 
proved correct and we are paying the price for not 
practising 4hem! 

SO THERE WE HAVE IT! The National Front Support Group 
seeks to save our Party by promoting Loyalty to the Idea of 
Nationalism above blind faith in fallible human leaders. We 
seek to save the NF by calling on all of us to follow our 
consciences and live by our principles. If this is done, a 
fresh and healthy Nationalist movement will emerge from 
the ashes of this present dispute. The sooner the better! 
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SUPPORT VANGUARD 

VANGUARD is produced monthly by the NF Support Group to 
advance the cause of British Nationalism and to help the National 
Front. It is the ONLY pro-NF magazine to be produced on a 
MONTHLY basis. 

But if we are to continue to produce Vanguard then we will need 
YOUR support. If you like this magazine, if you thought it made a 
positive contribution to the Nationalist movement, if you thought the 
articles were constructive in these particularly troubled times for 
our Party and cause — then please give us your support. 

® You can help build our circulation, either by taking out a 
subscription, or by buying bulk supplies to sell to your friends, 
comrades and the public. Subscription and bulk supply rates are 
noted below. 

® Donations are needed! If we are to guarantee regular production 
of Vanguard then income over and above normal sales income will 
be needed. More than that it will enable us to realise our goal of an 
expanded 24 page Vanguard that much sooner. 

® Your articles wanted! We want to encourage constructive 
debate by publishing articles reflecting a wide range of 
contemporary Nationalist opinion. We want to hear what you have to 
say. 

SUBSCRIPTION RATES: 

Subscription rates for twelve issues are as follows: 


U.K.: — £10.00 

Overseas Surface Mail: — £13.00 
Overseas Air Mail: — £16.00 


BULK RATES: 




10 copies: 

£4.00 

+ 

£1.00 

p&p 

20 copies: 

£7.62 

+ 

£1.72 


30 copies: 

£10.80 

+ 

£1.92 


40 copies: 

£13.60 

+ 

£2.10 


50 copies: 

£16.00 

+ 

£2.25 


75 copies: 

£23.25 

+ 

£2.55 


100 copies: 

£30.00 

+ 

£2.80 


200 copies: 

£58.00 

+ 

£3.25 


Additional single copies: 27p each including postage. 


Cheques/P.O.’s/I.M.O.’s should be made payable to: 
‘NF Support Group’. 


SUBSCRIPTION FORM 


To: Vanguard, 42 Byland Road, Harrogate, N. Yorkshire 
Please send me the next 12 issues of Vanguard . 

I enclose my subscription of: £ . p 

Please also accept my donation of: £ . p 


£_;_P 


BULK ORDER FORM 


To: Vanguard, 42 Byland Road, Harrogate, N. Yorkshire 
Please send me: 

. copies of the current issue 

of Vanguard (Issue 1). 

. of the next issue of 

Vanguard (Issue 2). 

I enclose a remittance (including postage) of: £ . p 

Please also accept my donation of: £ . p 


£ ■ P 


Printed and Published by the NF Support Group. 































